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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAL OF PUBLIC ROADS
REGIQN ONE
P.C. Box 1747
Trenton, New Jersey 085807

May 6, 1966

4

Mainterzance of Control of

Access by Fencing’

Mr., James J, Malloy

Assistant Supervising E..gi.nee*
Progranm Contzrol

New Jorsey State Highwav Depawimont
Trentou, New Jersey

Dear Mr. Malloy:

Enclosed for the guid*—ce of the Department zre three ceples of
IM 20-2-€5 reletive To the asbove subject.

Please note that for fuily c01::011e4-acce°* or freeway type
highways, continuwous fenciag should be iaciuded where it is
necessary in order to éffectively preserve access controls.

It chould alse be noted that the type of fencing to be installed
should conform to the A435H0 molicy, whi

cost type of fence sulted to the specific purpose should be
provided,® : -

Very truly FOUZS,

chenbossel
Division Enginser

H. P, Bes

ENCLOSURE

Distribution - 5-9- 66 : ' -

J. R. Schuyler - UWm., Bloss . '
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U.S, DEPARTMENT CF COMMERCE
BUREAD OF PUBLIC ROADRS
WASHINGTON, DG, 2055
' april 29, 1966
INSTRUCTIONATL MEMORANDUE 20-2-65 - .

39-01 '

SUBJECT: Maintensnce of Goobrol of fsgess by T

On +he bazis of our obeervation of the problem ther
here inat the control of accesa Iincs are baing com
ad jacent properity owners in a number of Stcue
vsually when the State highway deperimens hos
of—way on wi inmterstate or other condrolizu wcesss

{

neing-

-

g & growing beliel

there 1
< conciztently violated vy
2. The sitvation arises '
rot fenced tha highwmy olghi-
z3 fapdilidy. Ihe evidsuse

is lergely circumstential, consisting of whsesl iraciks on chouldersg or
L
u

slopeg or in rud or sxow coupled wlih oDeerviy

ions of vahicles entering

“or lesvirg the thru lenee at field rceda. Viointions of this iyps olzo
- i

ere veing obeerved in interchange -areas,

By Circular Memorsnde of Nevember 6, 1957 end fugust 6, 1959, Fublic Roaas
‘digscouraged the fencling of righis-of-way unless there wes a pesitively
demonstrated peed {or such femcing. Our positicn ot that time was based

¥

partially cn a perhaps errcnecus conelusion thit roliciny alcny the Ioter-

state hichuays would be edecuzts to enforee econirol of access without the
e hant A

physical borwier which & femee provides. Actuslly, of course, ihere ar

only a few States where

there ie polieing of sufficlent saturation 1o pro-

vide for adequste enforgcement of sccess conirol. OCux prasend vosition is

that the Ydefinite warr

o

antine comditiona® ¢zllzsd for in the AL8ED Poliey
=Y o

(1959) 4n fact exist over a-majority of the-conirolled mccess mileege whlek
_ we presently are construsting.

Tn the future for fully controlled-mccess or freeway iype highweys, the
division engineer shkall insist on contimuous fexeing on elthex the right~
-of-way or scecess-control linez, ualess it has been eslabllshed to nls setig-
faetion thet such feneing is not necessery in order to effectively presarve
sccess control. Engineering Judgmeni should dictate excepiions in sprezs of
precipitous slopes or natural barriers, Further, es opportuniiy presents,

esch diviaion enginzer

ig 4o review the completed segments of the Interstate

System or other fully controlled-access hieghways in hia State to deiermipe if
there ig o nesd for eddiitiormel feneing of compleifed work. Whensver acdition-

al fensinz 1z found 4o

be neceszory to effestivaly centrol vebleuler,

-padesirian, or eniwz) movemenis, or croppiny on the righi-of-way, erTeTZEREnUS
should bz pmede prammtly with the State highwvey deperiment ho prograz projecis
PreTy g g2 3 2

to aceomplish the worlk,
poldey.

i

Tha iype of femeing uced should conform to the AASHO

{mical ‘




Tr, the extreme sitvation where a divicion e

ngincer is unable to secure promph

cemnlience with the requirexent foT fencing, or other peaitive means o

(v

pud

L)

enirol acesse, he ghall sdvise the saministeator prozyily through the Regional
mrinzer, 1o order that rddi%ional steps may be taken.

Tn the past waere a need hag bean estsbllshed for feneiny of & project already

cempleted, questions have arizen concerning ihe eariier right-of-way eatile-
menta with lendowmers which incinged identified or widentified allowances for
fencing bty them and whera the lendowner did net end has nob provided the

fencing.

phould mot resullt in prolonging on unzefe condliion.

eccepiable hercafisT thet cosis of feneing
o previously constructed projeels racaelve
under a pew Federal-aid project vhen it is

The existence of and e nonfulfillzent of these prior setilexents

Aeeordingly, it will Be
found neeessary to contral acces3
full Federal-ald perticipaticn
established that fencing ccnsiderzd

in the right-of-way ssttlement hes not peen construeted. oy the abuttiag

properiy owmer(s) or, 1f conatrucied, 4ols8
comirollad-access project fencing.

ot maet the stondards required of

“For future projects, .fencing peyzenis

{for lateral feneing gliong the highway right~of -2y wovndary) ehould nos. 02

a
made in righd
been provided by the nizhwey depertzent.

—of-way gattlements if project fenaing is %o be provided or has

fhe leat sentepee of mwmbared paragreph 1 of IM 20-3-60 is modified to refer

to thig T rather than to the Cir wlor Meporandun of Auguat 6, 1959.

T8 20-3-50 iz reitsrated and ghoulé ba considered as eppifcebie 10 gny Federolk

pid highway ioveliving £l comirol of esce
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Veitton

Federal HigiwRy Administrator

Otherwise,






